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 RESPONSE TO 501-1: The referenced impact assessment 
conclusion applies to the proposed transmission lines in the 
U.S., as viewed from key observation points in the U.S. EIS 
Section 5.3.2 provides further discussion of cumulative 
visual impacts, and acknowledges that the ESJ U.S. 
Transmission Line project, combined with other proposed 
project structures, would introduce additional industrial 
character wherever they are viewable. The combined size 
and character of the introduced structures, as well as the 
large number of structures required for the respective 
projects, would result in considerable structure contrast, 
view blockages, and skylining in the region.  

DOE is not aware of any official initiative to apply for Dark 
Sky status. DOE understands that Dark Sky status is a 
designation made by a private organization, the International 
Dark-Sky Association, and that communities’ eligibility for 
this designation is determined on a case-by-case decision by 
that organization. Accordingly, DOE cannot specifically 
assess eligibility for this designation. As discussed in 
Section 2.4.3, it is expected that the proposed transmission 
line would not be lighted at night, as both FAA and the U.S. 
Border Patrol have indicated that the proposed transmission 
line structures would not require night-time lighting. In 
Section 3.2.2, the EIS acknowledges that if authorities in 
Mexico were to require nighttime lighting for wind turbines 
there, such lighting would be visible from the U.S. The text 
has been revised to indicate that this lighting could affect 
astronomical viewing from the U.S.; as discussed above, 
however, DOE is not in a position to comment on whether 
this could affect the potential “dark sky” status of areas in 
the U.S. Section 5.3.2 has been 
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 revised to include discussion of cumulative impacts in the 
region from increased nighttime lighting. 

RESPONSE TO 501-2: Potential project impacts to 
biological resources are described in Section 3.1 of the EIS. 
Additional analysis of potential biological resource impacts 
has been added in Section 3.1. EIS Section 3.1 is updated to 
include further discussion of the mountain lion, and 
potential impacts to this species. Response to comment 108-
7 provides additional discussion of Peninsular bighorn sheep 
population, migration patterns, and migration corridors. 
DOE’s March 8, 2011 letter to USFWS indicates the 
outcome of consultation with the USFWS, including 
consultation on potential impacts of the ESJ U.S. 
Transmission Line project on Peninsular bighorn sheep. 
This letter is added to EIS Appendix C. Additional analysis 
of potential cumulative biological resource impacts has been 
added in Section 5.3.1 (Cumulative Impacts).  

RESPONSE TO 501-3: Refer to response to comments 
306-1 through 306-10 for an updated discussion of fire 
protection measures that have been incorporated into the 
project based on information provided by the San Diego 
Rural Fire Protection District. Section 3.9.1.3 of the EIS is 
revised to include updated information regarding local fire 
staff and equipment availability.  

RESPONSE TO 501-4: The EIS at Section 3.13.2.3 
acknowledges that potential impacts to property values are 
related primarily to impacts to visual resources from the 
presence of transmission lines and wind turbines. As noted 
in the analysis, substantial research regarding views toward 
transmission lines was presented in the Sunrise Powerlink 
RDEIR/SDEIS, Section D.14.5.1 (CPUC/BLM 2008b). 
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  DOE reviewed the following additional studies related to 
property value effects from transmission lines and wind 
turbines, and the EIS at Section 3.2 is augmented with this 
information. 

High-Voltage Transmission Lines: Proximity, Visibility, and 
Encumbrance Effects, prepared by James A. Chalmers, PhD, 
and Frank A. Voorvaart, PhD. This study was published in 
the Appraisal Journal, Summer 2009, and concludes: 

“There is no evidence of systematic effects of either 
proximity or visibility of 345-kV transmission lines 
on residential real estate values….The professional 
literature cited, combined with the results reported 
here, support the position that a presumption of 
material negative effects of HVTLs on property 
values is not warranted.”[page 239] 

The full text of this study is available online at: 
http://www.msti500kv.com/uploads/docs/High%20Voltage.pdf 

The Impact of Wind Power Projects on Residential 
Property Values in the United States: A Multi-Site Hedonic 
Analysis by Ben Hoen, Ryan Wiser, Peter Cappers, Mark 
Thayer, and Gautam Sethi. This study was prepared by the 
Ernest Orlando Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory in 
December 2009, and concludes: 

  “The various analyses are strongly consistent in that 
none of the models uncovers conclusive evidence of 
the existence of any widespread property value 
impacts that might be present in communities 
surrounding wind energy facilities. Specifically, 
neither the view of the wind facilities nor the 

http://www.msti500kv.com/uploads/docs/High%20Voltage.pdf
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distance of the home to those facilities is found to 
have any consistent, measurable, and statistically 
significant effect on home sales prices. Although the 
analysis cannot dismiss the possibility that 
individual homes or small numbers of homes have 
been or could be negatively impacted, it finds that if 
these impacts do exist, they are either too small 
and/or too infrequent to result in any widespread, 
statistically observable impact.”[page iii] 

The full text of this study is available online at: 
http://eetd.lbl.gov/EA/EMP/reports/lbnl-2829e.pdf. A 
summary presentation of the study is available online at: 
http://eetd.lbl.gov/EA/EMP/reports/lbnl-2829e-ppt.pdf. 

Also see “Field Guide to Wind Farms and their Effect on 
Property Values” published by the National Association of 
Realtors at: 
http://www.realtor.org/library/library/fg509#topicb 

RESPONSE TO 501-5: Refer to response to comment 107-
2 for a discussion of fire insurance rates. Additional 
discussion of the project’s potential to result in decreased 
property values and increased fire insurance rates has been 
added to Section 3.13. 

  RESPONSE TO 501-6: Analysis described in the EIS 
determined that the area has low income and minority 
populations, as the commenter suggests. However, the 
potential impacts to these populations that are mentioned by 
the commenter have not been determined to be high and 
adverse. Specifically, analysis described in the response to 
comment 107-2 finds no indication that the project would 
increase fire insurance rates. Also, Section 3.13 has been 

http://eetd.lbl.gov/EA/EMP/reports/lbnl-2829e.pdf
http://eetd.lbl.gov/EA/EMP/reports/lbnl-2829e-ppt.pdf
http://www.realtor.org/library/library/fg509#topicb
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updated in the final EIS to discuss potential impacts to 
tourism; the analysis described here finds it unlikely that the 
project would diminish tourism. Refer to response to 
comment 106-2 for further discussion of potential 
environmental justice impacts.  

RESPONSE TO 501-7: The applicant has proposed several 
measures which are consistent with established protocol for 
cultural resource impact avoidance and mitigation. These 
measures are listed in EIS Section 2.7 and discussed further 
in Section 3.5 (Cultural Resources). As discussed in 
response to comment 305-20, the applicant-proposed 
measures are revised to indicate that ESJ will implement 
cultural resource construction grading monitoring and a 
potential data recovery program, to be developed in 
accordance with the County of San Diego Guidelines for 
Determining Significance and the Report Format and 
Content requirements. The program would be conducted by 
a County of San Diego Qualified consultant.  

  EIS Section 3.7 is updated to include a discussion of a 
segment of historic U.S. Highway 80, site number P-37-
024023, that has been determined to be a contributing 
element to the resource’s listing on the National Register of 
Historic Places as a “historic property” and on the CRHR 
(CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5) as a “historic resource” 
under Criterion A. The road segment is located on the 
southern boundary of the proposed JCSD groundwater well 
access road (AECOM 2011a). The proposed JCSD water 
well access road would not alter any of the character 
defining features of the segment of P-37-024023, Old 
Highway 80, located directly south of the APE. Therefore, 
project construction or operation activities are not expected 
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to adversely impact to this resource.  

RESPONSE TO 501-8: Sections 5.3.13 and 5.3.14 have 
been revised to provide additional discussion of cumulative 
impacts on socioeconomic conditions and environmental 
justice, as discussed in the comment. Section 5 has been 
revised to include consideration of the projects mentioned in 
the comment as potential sources of cumulative impact. 

As is explained in text added to Section 1.5.1.2, distributed 
energy alternatives, such as small scale solar panel 
applications in urban settings, are outside the range of 
reasonable alternatives analysis because they do not respond 
to DOE’s purpose and need.  
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 RESPONSE TO 502-1: The commenter’s preferences are 
noted. 

DOE has no jurisdiction over the proposed wind 
development in Mexico; the analysis of potential impacts 
related to the ESJ Wind project in Mexico is limited in 
scope to those impacts that have a potential to impact the 
U.S.  

As is explained in text added to Section 1.5.1.2, distributed 
energy alternatives, such as small scale solar panel 
applications in urban settings, are outside the range of 
reasonable alternatives analysis because they do not respond 
to DOE’s purpose and need.  

RESPONSE TO 502-2: Response to comment 108-7 
provides additional discussion of Peninsular bighorn sheep 
population, migration patterns, and migration corridors. 
DOE’s March 8, 2011 letter to USFWS indicates the 
outcome of consultation with the USFWS, including 
consultation on potential impacts of the ESJ U.S. 
Transmission Line project on Peninsular bighorn sheep. 
This letter is added to EIS Appendix C. 
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 RESPONSE TO 503-1: Response to comment 108-7 
provides additional discussion of Peninsular bighorn sheep 
population, migration patterns, and migration corridors. 
DOE’s March 8, 2011 letter to USFWS indicates the 
outcome of consultation with the USFWS, including 
consultation on potential impacts of the ESJ U.S. 
Transmission Line project on Peninsular bighorn sheep. 
This letter is added to EIS Appendix C.  

DOE distributed the Draft EIS to the California Department 
of Fish and Game, Region 5 (see comment letter 301 from 
the California Office of Planning and Research, list of 
reviewing agencies). DOE has not received comments on 
the Draft EIS from this agency. DOE has reviewed the 
department’s comment letter on the Draft EIR/EIS for the 
combined ECO Substation, Tule Wind, and ESJ U.S. 
Transmission Line projects. Although these comments were 
not specific to the ESJ U.S. Transmission Line project, 
Section 3.1 is updated with appropriate revisions in response 
to the department’s comments on that document, as they 
relate to the ESJ U.S. Transmission Line project.  

RESPONSE TO 503-2: The EIS text referenced in the 
comment describes several built features in the project area 
and indicates that the presence of each of the individual 
features is industrial and utilitarian in nature, and that 
incongruity disrupts the intactness, unity, and, in instances, 
vividness of the viewshed (ICF Jones and Stokes 2010b). 
However, the visual assessment as a whole acknowledges 
that the project setting has high scenic resource value. Refer 
to the visual assessment in Section 3.2, which acknowledges 
and describes the scenic resource values of the project area. 
The project’s potential contribution to cumulative visual 
impacts is discussed in Section 5.3.2.  
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 RESPONSE TO 503-3: A footnote has been added to 
Section 3.7 (Transportation and Traffic) to clarify the 
methodology for obtaining average annual daily trip 
estimates and indicate the possibility that weekend and 
holiday traffic may account for greater vehicle trips than 
average weekday travel. This distinction is also noted in 
Section 3.6.1.2 (Noise impacts associated with 
construction). The EIS acknowledges that increased sound 
levels due to an increase in traffic due to construction may 
be noticed at the two isolated residences along Old Highway 
80 between Carrizo Gorge Road and the proposed route. 
However, construction-related trucks would use the roadway 
within the hours allowed by the County of San Diego, and 
the increase in sound levels – irrespective of the baseline 
traffic levels – would not exceed the County’s noise 
threshold for construction activities.  
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 RESPONSE TO 503-4: Refer to response to comments 
306-1 through 306-10 for an updated discussion of fire 
protection measures that have been incorporated into the 
project. 

RESPONSE TO 503-5: The EIS is updated at Section 2.4 
to include a description of ESJ’s proposed groundwater 
extraction from a non-potable well in Jacumba. Section 3.11 
(Water Resources) is also updated to include a discussion of 
potential impacts associated with the proposed groundwater 
use based on a groundwater impact study completed by the 
County of San Diego. Cumulative impacts on water supply, 
resulting from the proposed action in combination with 
other past, present, and future actions, are addressed in 
Section 5.3.11. 
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 RESPONSE TO 503-6: DOE appreciates the commenter’s 
photographs of bighorn sheep in the project area. Refer to 
the response to comment 503-1 for a discussion of bighorn 
sheep in the project area. 
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 RESPONSE TO 504-1: The “public interest” issue is 
outside the scope of the environmental impact analysis, but, 
as alluded to by the commenter, will be considered in the 
course of reaching a decision on whether to issue the 
Presidential permit. Refer to the response to comment 101-1 
for further discussion of the scope of the EIS as it relates to 
the applicant’s purpose and need. As noted before, DOE has 
no jurisdiction over the proposed wind project in Mexico. 
Impacts in the U.S. resulting from the wind development in 
Mexico are addressed in appropriate subsections of Section 
3 and are included in the discussions of cumulative impacts 
in Section 5.3. 
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 RESPONSE TO 504-2: Response to comment 108-7 
provides additional discussion of Peninsular bighorn sheep 
population, migration patterns, and migration corridors. 
DOE’s March 8, 2011 letter to USFWS indicates the 
outcome of consultation with the USFWS, including 
consultation on potential impacts of the ESJ U.S. 
Transmission Line project on Peninsular bighorn sheep. 
This letter is added to EIS Appendix C. 

RESPONSE TO 504-3: DOE did not find any further 
information in available literature that indicates that the ESJ 
U.S. Transmission Line project is located in a known bird 
migration corridor. The EIS now contains a more robust 
analysis and discussion of impacts in the U.S. to the local 
area population of golden eagles, as well as updated 
information related to studies of California condors by the 
San Diego Zoo in Section 3.1 of the document.   

RESPONSE TO 504-4: Refer to response to comment 401-
14 for a discussion of the project’s potential effects on 
regional conservation initiatives. Cumulative impacts related 
to fire are discussed in Section 5.3.9. 

RESPONSE TO 504-5: As is explained in text added to 
Section 1.5.1.2, distributed energy alternatives, such as 
small scale solar panel applications in urban settings and 
other types of electrical generation, are outside the range of 
reasonable alternatives analysis because they do not respond 
to DOE’s purpose and need. 
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 RESPONSE TO 505-1: Refer to responses below. 

RESPONSE TO 505-2: The project’s potential contribution 
to cumulative visual impacts is discussed in Section 5.3.2. 
The discussion of cumulative impacts to visual resources 
has been updated and expanded to provide more explicit 
acknowledgement of the magnitude of the cumulative 
impacts on visual resources in the project vicinity and of the 
contributions to this impact from the ESJ U.S. Transmission 
Line project.  

DOE is considering only this single Presidential permit 
application in this general vicinity; there has been no 
proposal of a larger program of cross-border transmission 
between Baja California, Mexico, and the U.S. Any future 
requests for cross-border transmission projects, whether here 
or elsewhere, would be reviewed separately as an entirely 
new matter. DOE’s decision on this permit would not 
predetermine or set a precedent for decisions on any other 
applications that DOE might receive.  
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 RESPONSE TO 505-3: As is explained in text added to 
Section 1.5.1.2, distributed energy alternatives, such as 
small scale solar panel applications in urban settings, are 
outside the range of reasonable alternatives analysis because 
they do not respond to DOE’s purpose and need.  
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 RESPONSE TO 505-4: The EIS at Section 3.2 describes 
the visual resource setting and acknowledges the industrial 
nature of the proposed transmission lines. The EIS discusses 
the potential impacts to the viewshed from several key 
observations points, including views toward the proposed 
transmission lines from recreation areas. The discussions in 
Section 5.3.2 and 5.3.4 regarding cumulative impacts to 
visual resources and the resulting cumulative impacts to 
recreation have been updated and expanded to provide more 
explicit acknowledgement of the magnitude of the 
cumulative impacts and the degree to which the ESJ U.S. 
Transmission Line project would contribute to these 
impacts. The transmission line “buzz” described in the 
comment is sound resulting from the corona effect. Section 
3.6.2 includes assessment of corona sound impacts from the 
ESJ U.S. Transmission Line project and Section 3.4.2 
acknowledges the potential for corona sound to diminish the 
recreational experience.  
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RESPONSE TO 505-5: Response to comment 108-7 
provides additional discussion of Peninsular bighorn sheep 
population, migration patterns, and migration corridors. 
DOE’s March 8, 2011 letter to USFWS indicates the 
outcome of consultation with the USFWS, including 
consultation on potential impacts of the ESJ U.S. 
Transmission Line project on Peninsular bighorn sheep. 
This letter is added to EIS Appendix C. 
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 RESPONSE TO 505-6: DOE agrees that the potential 
impacts that ESJ Wind project would have on the U.S. are 
relevant to the DOE’s decision to issue the Presidential 
permit. As such the EIS includes an analysis of the potential 
impacts of the ESJ Wind project on the U.S. These potential 
impacts are discussed for each discipline area in Section 3 of 
the EIS.  

Additional analysis of potential biological resources impacts 
to the U.S. related to the ESJ Wind project has been added 
in Section 3.1 of the EIS. Refer to response to comment 
201-3 for additional discussion of potential biological 
resource impacts of the ESJ Wind project on the U.S.  

RESPONSE TO 505-7: DOE agrees that the potential 
impacts that ESJ Wind project would have on the U.S. are 
relevant to the DOE’s decision to issue the Presidential 
permit. As such the EIS includes an analysis of the potential 
impacts of the ESJ Wind project on the U.S. These potential 
impacts are discussed for each discipline area in Section 3 of 
the EIS.  

Additional analysis of potential biological resources impacts 
to the U.S. related to the ESJ Wind project has been added 
in Section 3.1 of the EIS. Refer to response to comment 
201-3 for additional discussion of potential biological 
resource impacts of the ESJ Wind project on the U.S.  

With regard to the Mexican permit for the ESJ Wind project, 
DOE reviewed a partial translation of the Mexican MIA 
permit (or La Manifestación de Impacto Ambiental, 
modalidad regional [MIA-R]). The permit requires a  
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 baseline study (at least one year) of potential impacts to 
birds (including migratory species) and bats prior to the 
operation of the proposed wind farm. If the baseline study 
shows that birds and bats could be adversely impacted, the 
permit requires future mitigation to protect or minimize 
adverse impacts on these bird and bat populations. The EIS 
is revised to include this information. 

RESPONSE TO 505-8: Refer to response to comments 
306-1 through 306-10 for an updated discussion of fire 
protection measures that have been incorporated into the 
project. 

RESPONSE TO 505-9: Refer to the visual impact 
assessment (Section 3.2) which acknowledges and describes 
the scenic resource values of the project area. The project's 
potential contribution to cumulative visual impacts is 
discussed in Section 5.3.2.  
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 RESPONSE 506-1: As discussed in response to comment 
101-1, comments pertaining to the merits of the project with 
respect to federal energy policy and California utility 
regulations are outside the scope of the NEPA process. DOE 
will consider these comments as well as all other comments 
received in this proceeding before making a final 
determination on the permit application. 
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 RESPONSE 507-1: The proposed location of the ESJ U.S. 
Transmission Line project is entirely on private land. 
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 RESPONSE 508-1: The comment is noted. 
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 RESPONSE TO 601-1: Comments pertaining to the 
renewable energy market structure are outside the scope of 
the NEPA process. DOE will consider this comment before 
making a final determination on the permit application. 



Volume 3 
Comments and Responses 

Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-24 May 2012 

 

 RESPONSE TO 601-2: Comments pertaining to the 
renewable energy market structure are outside the scope of 
the NEPA process. DOE will consider this comment before 
making a final determination on the permit application. It is 
of interest to note that other comments have expressed the 
opposite concern, i.e., that the line could provide access to 
other generators. The nature of the Presidential permit is 
such that, it is issued specifically and solely to the applicant 
of record; any change of the permittee’s identity could 
engender the need for a permit amendment application. See 
also the response to comment 505-2 in this regard. 

RESPONSE TO 601-3: Refer to the response to comment 
108-4. 
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-25 May 2012 
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Comments and Responses 

Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-26 May 2012 

 

 RESPONSE TO 601-4: Refer to response to comments 
108-8 and 201-3 for discussion of golden eagles. Note that 
DOE does not consider Tule Wind to be a connected action 
for this EIS. Rather, this EIS treats Tule Wind, Sunrise 
Powerlink, the 138-kV line to the Boulevard substation, and 
several other ongoing and proposed projects as potential 
sources of cumulative impacts. Section 5 presents DOE’s 
assessment of cumulative impacts.  
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-27 May 2012 
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-28 May 2012 

 

 RESPONSE TO 601-5: DOE agrees that the border fence 
contributes to cumulative environmental impacts in the 
project area. Because it already exists, it is already affecting 
environmental conditions and its impacts on specific 
resources are acknowledged in appropriate subsections of 
Section 3. Additionally, Section 5.3.1 discusses impacts of 
the border fence on biological resources in the context of 
cumulative impacts. The EIS treats Sunrise Powerlink as a 
source of cumulative impacts.  
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-29 May 2012 
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-30 May 2012 
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Comments and Responses 

Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-31 May 2012 

 

 RESPONSE TO 601-6: As is explained in text added to 
Section 1.5.1.2, distributed energy alternatives, such as 
small scale solar panel applications in urban settings, are 
outside the range of reasonable alternatives for this EIS 
because they do not respond to DOE’s purpose and need. 
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-37 May 2012 
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-45 May 2012 
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-46 May 2012 

 

 RESPONSE TO 601-7: Refer to the response to comment 
108-4 for discussion of the reasons why the Sunrise 
Powerlink is not considered a connected action for this EIS.  
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-48 May 2012 

 

 RESPONSE TO 601-8: Regarding reported sightings of 
bighorn sheep, refer to the response to comment 108-7. 
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-59 May 2012 
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-60 May 2012 
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-63 May 2012 
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-65 May 2012 
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-68 May 2012 
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-70 May 2012 
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-71 May 2012 
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-72 May 2012 
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-73 May 2012 
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-74 May 2012 
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-75 May 2012 
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-78 May 2012 
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-79 May 2012 
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-80 May 2012 
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-81 May 2012 
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-82 May 2012 
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-83 May 2012 
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-84 May 2012 
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-85 May 2012 

 

 RESPONSE TO 602-1: The fire hazard severity map used 
for Figure 3.9-1 is from CAL FIRE, 2007, as noted in the 
figure sources. DOE reviewed the relevant fire hazard maps 
and confirmed that the CAL FIRE 2007 fire hazard severity 
map is the current adopted fire hazard severity zone map. As 
shown in the 2007 map, the ESJ U.S. Transmission Line 
project would be constructed primarily in an area that has a 
fire hazard designated of “very high.” A more recent CAL 
FIRE map published in May 2008, which is not yet adopted, 
indicates a recommended designation of “Very High Fire 
Hazard Severity Zone” for the ESJ U.S. Transmission Line 
project site. This more recent map, if adopted, would appear 
to retain the currently adopted fire hazard severity rating for 
the project site. These fire hazard severity ranking maps are 
available online at: 
http://www.fire.ca.gov/fire_prevention/fire_prevention.php 

http://www.fire.ca.gov/fire_prevention/fire_prevention.php
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-86 May 2012 

 

 RESPONSE TO 602-2: Section 3.9 is revised to indicate 
that in San Diego County as a whole, there have been 
several major wildfires in the past 10 years. 

RESPONSE TO 602-3: The Insurance Services Office, Inc. 
(ISO) publishes information regarding its numerical grading 
system for fire protection, which is one determinant of fire 
insurance rates. That information indicates that the scores 
are based on a community’s fire suppression capabilities. 
The presence of potential hazards in the area is not 
identified as a factor in the ISO score. Additional 
information is available online at: 
http://www.isomitigation.com/ppc/2000/ppc2007.html.  

http://www.isomitigation.com/ppc/2000/ppc2007.html
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-89 May 2012 

 

 RESPONSE TO 602-4: Refer to the response to comment 
305-1 for information on assurances that the transmission 
line would be used only to transmit electricity generated 
from renewable sources.  



Volume 3 
Comments and Responses 

Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-90 May 2012 
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-91 May 2012 

 

 RESPONSE TO 602-5: A performance bond of this nature 
would be best addressed by local agencies that have the 
authority to monitor for compliance and provide 
enforcement. DOE will consider this as a potential 
mitigation in the Presidential permit. 
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-92 May 2012 
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-99 May 2012 
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-102 May 2012 
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-103 May 2012 

 

 RESPONSE TO 602-6: Refer to Section 3.5.2 for 
information on the procedures the applicant would follow if 
unanticipated archaeological finds are encountered during 
project construction.  
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-104 May 2012 

 

 RESPONSE TO 602-7: Potential socioeconomic impacts 
associated with short-term jobs from the ESJ U.S. 
Transmission Line project are addressed in EIS Section 
3.13. Comments pertaining to the merits of the project with 
respect to labor policy, federal energy policy, and California 
utility regulations are outside the scope of the NEPA 
process. DOE will consider these comments as well as all 
other comments received in that proceeding before making a 
final determination on the permit application.  
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Volume 3 
Comments and Responses 
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-118 May 2012 
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-119 May 2012 

 

 RESPONSE TO 602-8: Section 2.8.1, which was added to 
the EIS in response to comments, addresses the potential of 
a direct interconnection to Mexican transmission lines using 
the WECC transmission corridor and explains that this 
alternative was considered but dismissed from detailed 
analysis. Refer to Section 2.8.1 and the response to 
comment 101-8 for more information.  
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-149 May 2012 
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-150 May 2012 
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-152 May 2012 
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-153 May 2012 

 

 RESPONSE TO 603-1: Potential socioeconomic impacts 
associated with short-term jobs from the ESJ U.S. 
Transmission Line project are addressed in EIS Section 
3.13. Comments pertaining to the merits of the project with 
respect to labor policy, federal energy policy, and California 
utility regulations are outside the scope of the NEPA 
process. DOE will consider these comments as well as all 
other comments received in that proceeding before making a 
final determination on the permit application.  
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-156 May 2012 
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-157 May 2012 
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-158 May 2012 

 

 RESPONSE TO 603-2: Refer to the response to comment 
305-1 for information on assurances that the transmission 
line would be used only to transmit electricity generated 
from renewable sources. 
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-159 May 2012 
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-160 May 2012 

 

 RESPONSE TO 603-3: Potential socioeconomic impacts 
associated with short-term jobs from the ESJ U.S. 
Transmission Line project are addressed in EIS Section 
3.13. Comments pertaining to the merits of the project with 
respect to labor policy, federal energy policy, and the 
applicant’s business practices are outside the scope of the 
NEPA process. DOE will consider these comments as well 
as all other comments received in that proceeding before 
making a final determination on the permit application.  
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-161 May 2012 
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-166 May 2012 
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-167 May 2012 

 

 RESPONSE TO 603-4: Refer to response to comment 
108-7 for discussion of Peninsular bighorn sheep 
populations and migration patterns.  
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-168 May 2012 

 

 RESPONSE TO 603-5: Section 2.8.1, which was added to 
the EIS in response to comments, addresses the potential of 
a direct interconnection to Mexican transmission lines using 
the WECC transmission corridor and explains that this 
alternative was considered but dismissed from detailed 
analysis. See Section 2.8.1 and the response to comment 
101-8 for more information. As is explained in text added to 
Section 1.5.1.2, distributed energy alternatives, such as 
small scale solar panel applications in urban settings, are 
outside the range of reasonable alternatives for this EIS 
because they do not respond to DOE’s purpose and need. 
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-169 May 2012 

 

 RESPONSE TO 603-6: Regarding fire risks associated 
with wind turbines, refer to the response to comment 108-
11. 
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-170 May 2012 
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-171 May 2012 
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-173 May 2012 

 

 RESPONSE TO 603-7: As discussed in Section 1.3, the 
applicant’s stated objective for the proposed transmission 
line is to transport renewable electrical power, which is 
“expected to reduce the region’s dependence upon 
conventional fossil fuel fired generation plants, and improve 
the region’s ability to meet future electrical energy 
requirements,” as well as to help California utilities meet the 
renewable portfolio standards specified in California 
Executive Order S-14-08, which requires that by the end of 
2020, 33% of retail electricity sales be generated from 
renewable energy sources. 
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-176 May 2012 

 

 RESPONSE TO 603-8: Potential socioeconomic impacts 
associated with short-term jobs from the ESJ U.S. 
Transmission Line project are addressed in EIS Section 
3.13. Comments pertaining to the merits of the project with 
respect to labor policy, federal energy policy, and California 
utility regulations are outside the scope of the NEPA 
process. DOE will consider these comments as well as all 
other comments received before making a final 
determination on the permit application.  
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-177 May 2012 
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Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission Line Final EIS 600-178 May 2012 

 

 RESPONSE TO 603-9: As is explained in text added to 
Section 1.5.1.2, distributed energy alternatives, such as 
small scale solar panel applications in urban settings, small-
scale wind turbines, and other types of electrical generation, 
are outside the range of reasonable alternatives because they 
do not respond to DOE’s purpose and need.  
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 RESPONSE TO 603-10: Thank you for your comments. 
As discussed in Section 1.3, the applicant’s stated objective 
for the proposed transmission line is to transport renewable 
electrical power, which is “expected to reduce the region’s 
dependence upon conventional fossil fuel fired generation 
plants, and improve the region’s ability to meet future 
electrical energy requirements,” as well as to help California 
utilities meet the renewable portfolio standards specified in 
California Executive Order S-14-08. 
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